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Sourent of Xaa4uiti«t in Rani AMticAi 
luplieaeioM tot RMMreh 

Tht plttteM of rural ^oblm can iMd ut to eoiie«&tr«c« on studyiflg 
tin probliM «ad wtyo to mm thm. But doing thio nad toteiot At tholr 
emiM any not bo tho om. ftoeontiy, rurol •ociologioto bwro diroctod 
conoldoroblo oetoatlon to tho adoquocy of rural eoHwaicy aorvleoa. Bad 
bouaintt poor adueaeion, inauffieiatt joba, lack of capital to atart a 
boainaaa , and inadaquata haalth cara ara probl«M which cry out for ranady. 
Tha atudy of rural aarvicaa to aaat naada in thaaa araaa can ba a partial 
raaponaa. Houavar, thaaa ara aanif aautiona of aoMthiat aora banic. That 
ia, giyma tha currant traada aad policiaa that aacouraga it, if thara ara 
no rural paopla IdEt to aarva, to talk of rural coaaunity aarvicaa baecaaa 
acadaaic; to continua to look at aurf aca aanifaautioao of undarlying cauaaa 
will ralagata ua to atudiaa of tha daath of rural Aaarica. 

Tha fact that ao auch attantioa ia diractad toaarda raaaarch ^aatioaa 
that ara aora aynptoa oriaatad, rathar than to auaina atructural ehintaa 
that hava coaa about aa conaaquancaa of tha agricultural ravolutioa» raiaaa 
quaationa about tha sociology of rural aociological raaaarch> Thara ia auch 
in tha tradition of rural aociology to do action oriantad, policy diractad 
raaaarch, but daapita praaaing problM of tha day, our aaargiaa —m to ba 
diractad otharviaa. Aad if aocial acianca raaaarchari froa within tha U.S. 
Dapartaant of Agriculture or tha land grant collaga ceaplax try to do policy 
raaaarch, tha Pound CcMittaa on agricultural raaaarch roporta a high proba« 
bility that auch raaaarch ia not likaly to ba fundad, or tha raaaarch ia 
unlikaly to gat publiahad (Sciaaea, 1973 i 721). 

In thii papar, aa will try to axaaiaa aoaa of tha aajor factora aff aetii« 
rural lociaty and what thii iapliaa for raaaarch and tha raaaarch procata. 
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For ttartMrt, Ue*t dlteutt tht iapllcAtloni of eht InerMalBt cooetatr«cloa 
of land And eorpor«e« involvoMnt la AMrlean atriciilturft. Th* elaia It 
that ehU !• iaavlublt. 

Rotar BlobauB (1973 1 2), a Midwaat agrieulcural eoawltaat, racaatly 
urotat 

I baliava it (bigaaat and eorporata iavolvMaat lo agrleultura) 
la loavitabla only if va eontinua to drift aloof and don*t do 
aogrthint about it. Tbt tact io that ttaia ia last«ly • political 
quaotioa and va can hava any kind of ag ricultura wa aant in thio 
country. Tht iovcraMnt tilta tha policy baltaea batwtan faming 
tho fMilytypa fam and tha eorporata approach. Tha troubla ia 
tht sovaroaantt whila iatuiag policy tutvanta praiaiot tha 
fatily f tra, it doing aort than any ochtr iattitntion in ilatrict 
to daatroy it. 

Blobaum't obttrvatlon diraeta attantion to aoaa baaic inaquitiat rt ad to 
dittribution of land and ratourcaa iUilntfod by larga abaantoa ownara. Thia 
tltuation and polleio* chot aneouraga it could uta toat tariout attanti.a. 
Bad hmisint, intuff ieiaot Jobt, lack of credit, poor htalth cara ara aani* 
faatationt of tht nttura of poutr tnd privUtgt. How U it thtt thit trtnl 
contiautt tnd vhtt it thtrt about policiat thtt work to tht tdvtattgt of 
corporttt bodltt and to tht dttrlatnt of rurtl ceaaunititt? «t ctn btgin 
with toat coaatntt on our ttx ttructurt. 

Rhttoric for tocitl rttpontibtlity notwithtttndii*, Itrgt corporttlont 
coaaitttd to incrttting profitt ditplty thtir priority through dtcitiont 
tuch tt loctting in t coaaunity without giving jobt to tht loctlt, circua- 
vtntion of loctl Itwt on ttsttion, including dtlty in ptyiog ttxtt. 

Boat tttttt try to tttrtct induttry through ttx tnd f intncitl inctntivat. 
But tha imrtttatat tubtiditt ctn bt atdt without rcgtrd to tht bantfit of 
tht trtt*t rttidtott. Of 4000 ntw jobt crttttd by ont Chrytltr pUot in 
«ttt Virginit, only 600 want to local wotkart. Of teat BOOO jobt crttttd 
in Xnditn rtttrvttiont by ftdartl tubtiditt in patt yaart, ladiant got laaa 



thftn half of th« jobs, which «r«r« aottly lomt Pftt% at that Cwx, 1973i23)» 

In tOM eountUt it it b«et«r butioMt for eoBpanitt not to pay proporty 

taxM on eiM bocauM ehoy can aaka aora aoaoy by imraatiat i^t tfheiild bava 

baan paid aa taxaa. Vhae thay pay aa accruad paaaltiaa on tha dalioquaafc 

tax ia conaidarably laaa. Tha eountiaa alao auffar etarouth tha ranpanc 

uadaraaaaaaaane of Uni. A 1967 atudy by tha Pika county, Kaneueky achool 

board found forty to alxty parcant of tha country* a land una aithar unliatad 

or undaraaaaaaad • 

That yaar tha fika County achoola had a daf ieit of alaoat $113,000 
and 43. 3X of tha paopla vara balow tha porarty laval. Tat at tha 
aana tlM, $65 aUlion worth of coal waa baiot haulad out of tha 
county (Kadar, 1972il2). 

A 1971 atudy by Vandarbilt Uniraraity abowad that in 1970, T^assaaa'a firm 

■oat prolific coal eountiaa producad aix ttUliMi coaa of coal, yat wtra 

loaii« aavaral hundrad thouaand dollar^ par yaar in proparty um ravanuaa. 

Ralph Madar citaa a nupfcar of aaMplaai 

Coal l»ai ounara control ovar ona-third of tha toul land araa 
of tha f iva eountiaa, but thay provida laaa than four parcant 

?f itM proparty tax rav«nuaa. Ona ownar collaeta royaltiaa of 
4,500 par waak on land aaaaaaad at $20-25 «n acra— tha aaaa 
valtta tha county aaaigna to unuaad woodland and ona quartar of 
what it 4uiM«Ma facMi (Nadar, 1972il3-l4). 

A Haina study ahowad that atata baa baan loaing ovar ona aillion dollara 

annually in property tax ravaauaa bacauaa iu tiabarlanda ara undaraaaaaaad. 

Furthanora, "tha Stata Proparty Tax Diviaion doaa not avan hava a trainad 

f oraatar to chaek tha work of tha privata appraiaal f ira, Jaaaa W. Sawnll, 

Inc., that aaaaaaaa tha tlabarUnd undar contract. Tha praaidant of that 

appraiaal conpany» idiich alao parfona aubauntial privata work for tha 

tlabar coapaniaa, ia Joaaph Sawall, Chairaan of tha Approptiationa Coaidttaa 

in tha Maina Stata LagiaUtura.** In Taocaa, "a 1970 atudy of oil and gaa 

propartiaa by Taxaa Univaraicy law atudanta in Ictor County, Taxaa, found 
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that produelflg proptrtltt ««r« undtrvalutd by about 56X» And ch«e noor 
pro4ucla| proptrty which T«nco had l«M«d for ^460,500 not on tht 
MMOMMt TolU «t aU** (i;adar, 1972il4). 

Whan pcoparty taxaa ju^^ eolIaetad» thay fall hardaae on tha local 
hoaaowiar. Tha pareantata of f aally laeoMa apant on proparty taxaa, by 
dlffaraat Ineoaa brackata, looka lika thla (Juat leonaBica, 1973:6) t 
Incoaa «) % of Incoaa 

2,000 16.6 
4,000 7.7 
6,000 5.S 
10,000 4.2 
15,000 3.7 
25,000 2.9 
Thla la baeauaa tha proparty tax— vital to rural araaa for tha proviaion 
of aarvicaa— ia a ragraaaiva tax. Unlika tha iacoaa tax, tha proparty tax 
ia not graduatad. Ovar tha yaara, dua to apacial intaraat group praamra, 
tha proparty tax haa ahiftad. In tha paat, it taxad all proparty— raal, 
paraonal, taogibla, and intangibla— aqually. Mow it appliaa alaoat Mcluaivaly 
to raal aatata (land plua anything paraanantly attached to it or iaaovabla 
froa it by law). Faw atataa and localitiaa tax iataagiblaa— atocka, bonda, 
notaa, ate. Thua, pool and lower incasa faailiaa whoaa proparty conaiata 
■ainly of thalr hosaa (of tan nortgagad) pay tax on alaoat all of what thay 
own, unlika waalthiar paopla Whoaa holdiaga ineluda nany inUngiblaa in 
addition to proparty. 

Mora Subtla Waya to Papriva tha lural Arata 

^fodaraaaaafsant and cireuavanting of proparty taxaa add to tha daprivation 
of rural araaa ; unfortunataly, thaaa ara not tha only waya to axploit rural 
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pMpU. Rural ttpantion, racrMtlon d«v«lopMiic, Mcond host ttlui ov*r 
•r* otbtr chaimtlt, albeit lata obvious. Thaaa factors add to tha expaoBa 
of food production and also point out a lack of cobaraney la our attitudes 
touarda growth. Tha consaquaneaa show up In tha fora of baphasard urban 
aprawl with Ita hiUt- In vlcloua cyda of waata: sprawl contrlbutaa to 
Ineraasad anargy usage by Increaalag dlauncea f roi core work arena; to 
Inereaaed pollution aggravated by Inereaaed private travel In the abaanee 
of aass transit; to Inereaaed uae of natural reeources used up aa buildli^ 
■aterlals reUted to Inefficient coastruetlon dealgns, and Increased takeovers 
of egrlcultural Unda on which to place theae atructures. 

The loaa of agricultural land la related to our property tax atructura. 
Agricultural Und la taxed not on Its current usage, but rather on Its goii« 
■arket value. As cities ei^and Into rural areaa, city resldeats are wUlli« 
to pey high prices for residential plots. Consequently, Und valuea dlnb. 
Thus, agricultural landa surrounding urban araea go up in value— not because 
of faming— but due to urben expansion. So«e fanera wUl directly sell out 
to realdential developera for the high prices they wUl receive and tha added 
pressure of aarkat ccapatition they fuca froa corporate scale fame npanding 
to jentfit froB inveataant econoalea of scale. The cycle viciously turns, 
for aa land la sold, it increaaea i:he valuation of neighboring land, in turn 
increasing taxes thereby asking it aore difficult for those ca ths Und to 
reaain. 

The developaent of recreational sltss for tha city InhablUnt also affecta 
hie rural nelghbora. In hie quest for escapli« tha city and aqjoyliv tha 
outdoora, the urbanite beeoass s target for recreational developaent schsaas. 
The urbanite geta hie recreation. The developer geta hie businsis and prof ita; 
and the rural inhablunt . . . well, he geta aevera thlnga. To surt with. 
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h« gtts high prlcM. Ht «lto g«et higher taxM and highar rsaet. Oppor- 
tualeiM to ■upplMM«:t dl«Ct and iaeeat by huntlcg and f lthii« say b« 
ratericetd If not «ieir«ly lost. Hit say in local govanaime ia arodad or 
loat. 

Sacond hoaa davalopnant ia anothar attraction which appaala to city 
paepla looking for waakand, vacation, aunar, and ratirMant hoM. Tha 
iff act on a rural area ia aueh lika thoaa alraady aantionad. In addition* 
thara can ba advaraa affocta on tha anvirooMnt, aa in tha lowarii^ of natar 
tablaa » which in turn Jaopardiiaa rural ccHMoitiaa and agricultura. 

Tiad in with tha idiola quastion of aacond hoaaa, racraatien* and urban 
axi»anaion ia tha iaaua of land apaeuUtion which ia aneottri«ad by tha capital 
gaina tax. Though vaaUy ai^lif ind, thia ayataa of taxation ancouragaa a 
kind «»f r«ekl«ws land uan plannlflg, ainea paopU buy IkuL with an aya townrda 
profit rathar than aa atawarda of tha land thay buy. 

Evan attaapta to ractif y auch inaquitiaa «araly rainf orca tha way tha 
ayatM ia atackad againat rural davalepsant intandad for rural paopla. For 
axa^la, tha Stata of California paaaad tha California Land Conaarvation Act 
of 1965, called alao tha WUllMaon Act af tar ita lagialativa aponaor, in 
an attanpt to curtail tha loaa of agricultural Und to urban aprawl. Tha 
act waa originally intandad to provida tax raliaf for thoaa willii« to coMlt 
thair land to agricultural uaaga for a givan period of tlaa. In contraat to 
tha property tax, the baaia for appraiaal of land under tha VUliaiaon Act ia 
tha uaa to which the land waa being put, rather than on ita currant aarkat 
value. 

At fir at, thXa would eeen to indicate that all fenere, aaall and large, 
would benefit equally. HoMevar, thia ia not the caae. There ie e cancaUetioa 
penalty, which can be waived if the ection ia conaidared to ba for the public 
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teed. Furchenore, eht laereAM in lend v«lu«» ■ubjeet oidy to the eepitel 
Mine tax, would aore than off Mt the ptneltles. And f lailly, mvj rural 
oouaelea have loae a great deal of revanua vittl to the proviaioa of aaiqr 
rural aervieaa— particularly tasea aaaded for quality education* Vhile 
lerga abaentee agricultural and tlaber coacarna era not affected, local 
inhabitanta and their echool diatrieta are. 

Agricultural Subeidiaa and Taaaat Parnetuatinf Ineo— Inaquitiee 

Aa if all tha preceding aetboda of rural exploitation vera not enough, 
there era a nuibar of other proceduree that not only penit tha contiauanee 
of inccaa inaquitiee et the general public* a expenee, but ectuelly give 
birth to thaa and nurea thaa along. Faiaral and aute lane which alleir tax 
aad aubaidy benaf ite hava baea akevad to the point that one California alaond 
grover told Adlai Staranaon III* a Senate Subceaaiittee on Migratory Labor, 
'*I believe m hava created the uorat welfara ayatai of all tiaee— the imlfare 
ayatea for the corporete fera" (Caaaliao, 1972t33). 

One aubeidy that aakea agriculture look ao attractive to non-fara 
interaate ia that aaaociated with *'tax loan faraiag." Thia allowa certain 
iatereata to fera the public treaaury aad iu iapact aarita aerioue imraati- 
gation. Only recently haa the iaportance of egriculture ee e '*tax ahelter** 
coae to light. A racant coaprehenaiva work on the eubject ia by Jeanne 
Daagarfield of tha Agribuainaea AccounUbility Projact entitled, Sowii^ the 
Tillt A Beckaround Pener on Tex Loae Faraiaa (1973) . Unlike aoat writinga 
on taxea in agriculture, which aeation banaf ita without an explanation of 
what they enUil, Deagerf ield gate iato tha inequitiea. 

Monpfara iadividuala like doctore, lawyara, govemora, etc. end non* 
agricultural corporationa go into faraiag becauae it paye— ironically, by 
enabliag thaa to loae aoaey. Wltneaet 
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Tilt XntcriiBl Rcvmiat SmvIc* f IgurM •how etalt 1963 teMkdoim: 
Individuals with $1 aillion or aom iaeoM— 119 Mt«t«d in 
faming with 103 writini off fnm lonMo; $500,000 to $i Billion— 
202 in fnniot with 170 roportint fan Iomoo; $100,000 fo $500,000— 
3,914 in fntBint with 2,874 roperting fan looMo; $50,000 to 
$100 /X)0— 12,398 in fanint with 7,424 raportii« fan losaaa; 
$20,000 to $50, 000- S9, 132 in fanii« with 30,380 raporting far* 
loaaaa; $15,000 to $20,000—66,003 in faming with 23,843 raportii« 
fam loaaaa (D.8. Sonata, 1969). 

Aa for corporation! t 

Tht G<Nr«rflBanC alao had dau on tha 17,578 corporationa raportiag 
farming aa thair priaeipal hiiainaaa in 1965. dfotai for aany 
corporationa, faraing ia not a principal function.) Tha flguraa 
ahoiMd thaaa corporation! had $4.3 hillion in greaa racaipu in 
tha Boat racant tax yaar— roughly 10 parcant of total 0.8. fam 
groaa iacoaa. Tat only 9,244 raportad a profit for tax purpoaaa. 
And tha taxahla ineoaa iiwrolvad toulad a aara $199 aillion CD. 8. 
Sonata, 1969). 

If ao aany ara raporting loaaaa, aapacially in auch high incoaa brackata, iHiae 
aakaa agricultura auch good buainaaa for non-faraara? 

rirat, ehara'a a hookkoipiag adraataga. Faraara ara alloiiad to uaa tha 
"eaah accounting** aa oppoaad to tha **accrual accounting** aathod. Originally 
daaignad to halp taall faraara vith thair bookkacpiag* it ia amt haing uaad 
bf "city faraara** to ahaltar thair aoncy. It uorka lika thia. Caah accountii^ 
la what individual taxpayara uaa for filing tax raturna, whila corporationa 
uao tha accrual aathod. In tha accrual aathod, aalaa and axpanaaa ara 
affactiva whan tha aarchaodiia chaagaa handa. 

In caah accounting, tha tranaaction ia coaplatad whan caah changaa handa. 
Iflvantoriaa ara not raquirad. Thua, a faraar buying faad in Dacaibar can 
deduce tha coat for that yaar, although it will not ba dalivarad until tha 
following yaar. Accrual accounting doaa not allow tha daductlon until 
dalivary. Tha advantage of caah accounting ia that it allows a daduction 
of axpanaaa against high vovrtm incoaa. As Dangarf iald pointa outt 
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This lets him pottpoM paying taxM on that p«re«atiig« of his 
ineoM oquivalmt to tht MouDt of bit f am daduction. In 
off act* ha gata an Intaraat-fraa loan froa the govaroMnt. 
Whan tha product la finally aold and profit raalisad, tha 
public* a intaraat-fraa "loan** to tha imraator can ba ntan'.ad 
if tha imraator chooaaa to rainvaat hia prof ita in anothar 
fam vantura (Dangarf iald, 1973 1 5). 

Thara ara aora advantagaa. Tha aubaldy racaivad dua to tha imraator'a 
tax loaa ia in proportion to hia tax brackat. Thia aaana tha average f araar 
paying 20X of ineoaa in taxaa could aava only $200 on a $1*000 faad bill» 
nhila an invaator in tha SOX brackat aavaa a whopping $500. Or, looking at 
it anothar way, ha paya only $300 for $1,000 of fard variua $800 paid by tha 
faraar. Another advantage to tha no»'fani invaator la that ha can ralnvaat 
prof ita on final aalaa in other tax ahaltara, irtille the real faraar ia 
dependant on auct prof ita for hia livalihood and auat pay taxea on thea. 
Tha unjuet advantege ia that tha non-fasa Imreator doee not raally have to 
profit in faraing. Thua, by loaing, ha atill wine. Tha faraar doaan't have 
thla advantage and ia forcad to coapate againat individual and corporete 
intaraata which coaaand auch iflvaataant write-off raaourcea. 

**Capiul gaina** ara another aourca of inequity. Under the Revenue Act 
of 1942, fara aaaata auch aa liveatock, traea, and viaeyerda ara aubjact to 
capiul gaina traataant» aa ara land aalaa. Salaa froa thaaa **car'xtal 
aaaata,** «han held for a specific aialaifli period of tine, ara taxable et 
only half tha rfvta of the individual 'a regular ineeae bracket. Tha richer 
you ere, the aore you aava ainca tha capital gaini taxation haa a 2SZ ainlaiia 
on gaina of laaa than $50,000 and e 35X aaxiaua on gaina in exceaa of $50,000. 
Aa with caah accounting, the higher the tax brackat, tha bigger the gein. 
Nott-f ara invaatora can iuvaat for a period of tlae in a fara ventura— and 
apply capital gaina traataant aa part of hia total invaataanta* inauring 
profit and poaiaaaion which eapiuiiia on capiul gainc, while the real 
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tmmt would hw to tell hl« aoias of earning « llvollhood in order to 
•qjoy capiul gains troataont. 

If the famar chooeas to hold on to his capital assata— such aa «achinary» 
aquipaant, harns, dairy and braading harda, fruit and nut orcharda, and vina- 
jarda— thair coat can ba racovarad through dapraciation. Tha coat of aain- 
tananea and davalopaant of thaaa eapiul assau is considarad to ba a capiul 
axpanditura and in non-fam buainaaaaa would not ba iMadiataly daductibla 
(Dangarfiald, 1973:S). Tha coata of raiaing draft, braading, and dairy 
livestock, and tha coats of developing vineyarda and orchards are capital 
eacpendicurea. Tat, under the Bavenue Acta of inS and 1919, they are all 
fully deductible (Dai«erfleld, 1973iS). 

There are other waya in which inrasOisnt f araara take advantage of 
prograaa intended for real f araara. There ia tha accelerated depreciation 
rule which ia applicable to ceruin aasata auch aa cattle and real property. 
Thia can be used to quickly depreciate aniaala bought to build up a hard, 
and ia deductible froa taxable inccae. 

The 1971 Revenue Act allows for inveataent credit for livestock and real 
property purchaaaa. Tha Act paraits a dollar*fer-dollar deduction of the 
federal incoaa tax payaant equal to 7Z of the purchaaa and ia thua aore 
equiuble then deductions baaed on tax brackata (Dangarf ield, 1973s 7). Alao, 
the aaset auat be held the length of ita uaaful life or the credit or a 
percentage of it becoaea due. However good the intent, benef ita are aore 
for the inveator than tha faraar* For a faraer, a few bad yeara alght aake 
hia aall out before the credit period rune out, naceaaiuting a return of 
pert of the credit. A oos-fara investor can afford to hold on, all tha 
while writing off hia fara loaaes againat hie non-fam incoaa. 

Thus current tax lawa encourage the non-fam investors to seek tax 
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shelters In vlnsysrds sad orchsrds* or In brssdlng herds, ss they ere resching 
■sturity. The cose of espiui sssets esn be recovered through depreelstion, 
while cspitsl expenditures sre fully deductible. Accelereted depreciation 
sweetens ehs operation, vhile investment credits end lend iaprovenent deduc- 
tions sren*t bed either. And before production even begins they cen be sold 
off subj«^t to cspitil gains. All the while, the investor usee the cash 
aethod of accounting rather than the accrual. 

The aethode eaployed to reep the harvest of tsx benefits are mmvy and 
varied— often the only llait seens to be one*e iaagination (Dai«erf ield, 
1973). Llaited partnerehips, contractual arrangsMnte with agencies special- 
ising in far* ■anagenent services, and personal inveetaente are waya in which 
one can becoae an inveetment f axaer , 

lUther than liat aore schMes and their finer pointe, let us turn to ths 
lapact of this phenoaenon of **faraii« the tUl.** Inveetore faraii« for a tax 
loss offer unfair, even deathly, coapetition to faraers faraicg for their 
living. Large plaatinga for tax purposee increeeingly put independent faraera 
out of business. As in the case of the broiler induetry, corporate entry 
into agriculture haa asde prrvlouely independent predueere acre eherecroppere 
for .large coapaniee such aa Ralaton Purina. Once independente are out of the 
picture, consuaere will face up to the consequences of increaaed concentration 
of control in agricultural production, processing, and wrketingt the 
rhetoric of lower prices will ring hollow when aatched against the twanny 
of pricee being eet at will by the selected few vertically integrated coi^aniee 
that will control each coaaodity. Nick Kots describee euch an integrated 
systeat 

Tenneco officials—who do not want to be nsaed— acknowledge 
they are building a vertically integrated food delivery systea, 
but thsy deny &ay plans for coordinated use of the coi«loaerate*e 

ERIC 



13. 



total reiourcM* Bach eoBpany autt eoi^ata and aarn a profit 
■aparataly, thay aay. Hairarthalaaa, tha Padaral Trada CoHdaaiOQ 
la activaly acrutiQlsing tha corporation* a atricultural activitiaa 
for poaaibla antitruat vloiatioaa* 

Tannaco ia raluetaat to diacuaa dataila of ita finaneaa in 
agricultura, but availabla inforaation indicataa tha acopa of 
ita praaant agricultural iataraata. 

In 1970 , Tannaco raportad agricultural and land davalepaant 
aalaa of $107 aillion and prof iu of $22 aUlioa. It facaad 
324 tanant faraera. It producad two aillion bosaa of atrawbarriaa 
and larga aKNinta of othar fruita and vagatablaa. But that ia 
only tha baginning. 

Haggblada^rgolaaa, Tannaco* a procaaaing and narkating 
fira, aold ita own producta and thoaa of about 2,000 othar 
faraara. Baggblada-Margolaaa ia tha nation* a largaat aarkatar 
of fraah fruita and vagattblaa, and tha wDrld*a largaat aarkatar 
of tabla grapaa. Ita procaaaing facilitiaa ineluda a now aight- 
acra plant and tha world* a largaat data procaaaing plant. 
Tannaco avan haa ita own fara lobbyiat in Maahingten* D. C. 
(Nota: Tannaco alao owna J. X. Caaa» fara aachinary aanufac- 
turar.) 

Tafme<!0 agricultural oparationa aaploy I9IOO full-tiaa 
workara and 3,000 at tha paak of hanraat • . . 

Tannaco* a futura plana include davalopaant of ita Sun 
Giant brand produce and putting into production 30 jOOO nawly 
virrigatad acraa (Kots, 1972). 

Tha affact of auch oparationa on our nation* a aarkat atructura haa 

concamad Senator Gaylord Halaon*a Senate Subconaittee on tha affecta of 

corporation faming on aaall buainaaa. 

There ia evidence that auch of thia country* a corporation 
faraing ia a nearly inviaible type operation alaad at control 
of fata coaaoditiaa at tha producer level and bypaaaing of 
traditional aarketa rather than direct operationa of faraa 
and ranchaa. 

Thia ia achieved through contracta with producara, plua 
aoae actual ownerahip and operation of faedlota and aiailar 
facilitiaa. One coaaon characteriatic ia that little or no 
corporationpownad land ia involved (U. 8. Senate. 1969tl5). 

But reaaarching corporationa and tha iapact of big aoney ia axtreaely 

difficult aa it ia very hard to obtain accurate and coaplete data. Mot all 
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vracurM autt flit vieh tutt or fadtral agtncUi. Thtr* It no Infomttlon 
of tcrttgtt tub j tee to ehlt otw eypt of "£trmlf«.** Nor It thtrt Inforattloa 
on llvtttock atntgtd by ttx thtlttrt. Rtlph Mtdtr*t tttk forct on pontr tnd 
land In Ctllf ornlt found ehlt to bt t ujor probltm. In ttrst of rttttrch» 
If vt trt to atkt t link up bttwttn Itnd owntrthlp, powtr, tnd Whtt htpptnt 
In rurtl coonunltltt, thtrt Utt thttd t atjor dttt problw. 

Addltlontl tubtldltt thtt otkt Itnd purehtttt to tttrtctlvt Includt ttx 
dtducttlona tllowtd for toll tnd wtttr conttrvttlon tnd Itnd dttrlng. At 
Itnd vtlutt do not ttta to bt going down, thttt dtductlont «tkt Itnd tptcu- 
Ittlon tnd vttktnd hoatt tvtn sort tttrtctlvt to tht high brtcktt ttxptytr. 

Thtrt trt othtr wtyt In which tht ntturtl rttourctt trt btlng tsplolttd 
with ttttndtnt toeltl conttqutnctt. In tddltlon to lntrudlf« on tht Itnd, 
corporttlont trt buying rlghtt to wtttr, which will bt uttd sort to alnt 
thtn nurturt tht Itnd. Ptrtlclptntt tt tht Flrtt Nttlontl Ltnd Rtf om Conftr- 
tnct wtrt rtBlndtd by Aagut NcDontld (1973:5-7) how tntrgy coaptnltt wtrt 
tcqult tag wtttr tnd wtttr rlghtt froB ftdtrtlly fundtd wtttr projtctt to 
utt In mining optrttlont. 

Tht Astrlctn Ntturtl Gtt Strvlct Coaptny, which htt 1.9 billion tont of 
cotl rtttrvtt In North Dtkou, htt pltnt to build 22 gtttlf Icttlon pltntt 
for which It tttkt to rtttrvt 375,000 tcrt fttt of tht Mltiourl Rlvtr. 

At of Jtnutry 1971, tht Burttu of Rtcltvttlon tpprovtd contrtctt to 
tupply 473,000 tcrt fttt of wtttr t yttr froa Big Born Ltkt to uttrt In 
Monttnt tnd Wyoming. 

265,000 tcrt fttt of wtttr wtrt dtttlntd for utt In Wyomli^ tnd 
208,000 tcrt ft%i In Monttnt undtr tht tutplctt of corporttlont Including 
Gulf Mlntrtl Rttourctt, Pttbody Cotl, Ptnhtndlt Ittttrn Plpt Llntt, Aythlrt 
Cotl, Shtll Oil, tnd Vtttmortltnd Attocltttt. 
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Tht cvAiUbllty of ehaap Wift it critical for agrlculturo. Booing 
Aircraft, which owna 100,000 acroa in aaatarn Oragon, haa baan uaing tha 
public watar of tha Colimbia Rivor for irrigation purpoaaa. Similar actiona 
hava baan daclarad illagal. In California, daapica favorabla rulinga, tha 
f adaral govarnaant haa not followad up on afforta to pravant uaaga of 
fadarally f inanead irrigation projaet watara on laoda which axcaad tha 
160-acra llaitatlon of tha Raclamation Act of 1902. 

To avoid tha haaalaa and bad publicity, corporata intaraata hava baan 
abla to aacura lagialation Which lagally allowa tham to hava accaaa to 
publicly f inanead watar projaeta, which in affact aubaldiia thair oparationa. 
A caaa in point la tha California Stata Watar Projaet. Tha aaat alda of 
California' a Cantral Vallay racaivaa irrigation wat#T from tha Buraau of 
Racl«ation*a Cantral Vallay Projaet, wfaoaa watara ara aubjaet to tha 
Raelaution Act of 1902, Halting dalivary of watar to any aingla landownar 
to 160 aeraa, or 320 aeraa If aarriad. Although tha fadoral govarnaant waa 
willing to axtand tha projaet to tha waat alda, tha alghty landlorda of tha 
waat alda blockad and aubatltutad it with tha California Stata Watar Projaet. 

At tha tlaa tha California Watar Plan waa plaead on tha 1960 ballot, 

waat alda landownara includad (Marina, 1970: 133) s 

Standard Oil of California 218,000 aeraa 

Othar oil coivaniaa, eoabinad 264,000 aeraa 

Kam County Land Company 348,000 aeraa 

Southarn Pacific Railroad 200,000 aeraa 

Tajon Ranch Coapany 348,000 aeraa 

Boaton Ranch.. Coapany 37,000 aeraa 

A 1959 study by tha California Ubor Padaration raportad that 33Z of 

tha land to ba irrigatad waa ownad by 11 Undownara (Caaalino, 1973 1 4). 

Tha biggaat donora to tha auecaaaful 1960 caapaign for tha projaet* a bond 

laaua wara Southarn Pacific and Tajon Ranch. A powarful aupportar waa tha 



ERIC 



16 



Lot AngtUt TiaM owned by eh« TlaM-Mirror Corporation which controls Tojon 
tench. And tht blfsott bondholdor it th« tenk of Amorlca.^ 

Although tho aott optlaittie •■tlaato of tht baro ainiaua cost of tha 
projact waa $2.5 billion to inaura tha bond iaaua*a paaaaga, tha coat waa 
undarautad at $1.75 billion. Tha Ralph Radar Taak Forca Study. Powar and 
Land in CaiifoY^^*. calcuUtad tha f ifura to ba cloaar to $10 billion. 
Projact watar will ba dalivarad to tha waat aida of tha vallay at tha aara 
coat of tranaporution. Thia aaounta to a 90X diacount— quita a aubaidy 
froa tha individual California taxpayar to tha waat aida* a i«rieultural 
gUnta. And whan tha tlaa la rightt tha land can ba aold at valuaa vaatly 
incraaaad dua aainly to tha praaanea of watar aada poaaibla by tha public. 
Furtharaora, tha capiUl gaina tax can ba appliad to tha land aold, which 
lacvaa aora for tha landownara and laaa for tha public eoff ara. 

Padaral aubaidiaa alao apply to grating landa. Graaalanda in tha 
national foraata and thte Taylor Oraslog Unda ara laaaad out at up to 
ona-tanth tha coat of privataly ownad graaalanda. Whan tha Dapartaanta of 
Agricultura and Xntarior daeidad to raiaa gratii« f aada froa tha going rata 
of about 30^ a aonth by a f aw canta a yaar, catt!aaan aald thay wara facii« 
ruin. Tha Aaarican Para Bureau protaatad tha incraaaa. At praaant, 3/4 of 
all tha Buraau of Und Mangaaant f oraga la laaaad to IIX of tha paraittaat 
(McDonald, 1973ilO). 

tecantly, tha govaroaant'a asport aubaidy prograa waa thruat into tha 



In tha auta of California, tha tenk of Aaarica **ia ratponaibla for 
ovar 40X of tha loana availabla to faraara for crop production. During tha 
dacada of tha 1960a, tenk of Aaarica astandad agricultural cradit in axcaaa 
of tan billion dollara to growara and two or thraa tlaaa that aueh to 
agricultural ralatad induatriaa. During that ttaa dacada, tha nutfbar of 
California faraa daelinad by telf— froa about 110,000 to 56,000** (Agributlnaaa 
Accountability Projact, 1972b). 
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•potllght whM it tUd into agrlbutlnMt* movMtnts in the D.8.-Sovi«t 

2 

Union whMt dMl. This subsidy progrm orlginilly dMignod to tntblo 
Aaorican fim to coapoto offoctivoly ov«r«M« by allowii« the foderal 
govonatnt to pay a aubaidy equal to tha dif f aranea batvaan tha domaatic 
prica and going world prica of whaat and cotton. 

Anothar widely known aubaidy conearna cropa. One of the beaic ideaa 
of tha aoil bank progran for aubaldiiing cropa ia to take acreage out of 
reduction in order to prevent aurpluaaa. Preaantly, thia aaana uklng land 
out of all production— keeping it idle. Until the Ute 1950a, homer, 
it meant ahifting production fro« one crop to another. What reaaina ia 
a voluntary control progra under which a f arw will participate when he 
f igurea out tha economic return ia greater froa holding land out of production 
rather than farming it. Th«i intent of thia control haa been ahattared by 
the intervention of new technologiea, which haa increaaad production deapite 
the limiting of acreage. 

Given the li^.. coat of inputa naceaaary for increaaad production through 
technology and the lower pricaa brought about by aurpluaaa, tha adventagea 
accrue to thori who already are in poaitiona of advantage. 

While certcin politiciana go ebout tha country decryii« welfare, the 
feet remaina that federal crop aubaidy programa coat tha taxpayera more 
than all federal, aute, and local welfare programa combined. Por enmple, 
in 1970, Tenneco received crop aubaldiaa of over a million dollar a. Calif- 
ornia* a J. G. Boawall, one of the world *a largeat cotton growera, received 

^or a deuiled analyaia of the U.S. -Soviet Union wheat deal, aae 
Martha M. Hamilton, Tha Great Grain Robbery and Other Storiea , Agribuaineaa 
Accountability Project, 19'i. ua-x-. «• u. a-« 
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$S ■lllion (CaMlino, 1973:34). This promptad 6«org« Thaytr, a California 

alaond growar to teatify bafora Saoator St«vanaen*a Sanata Subcoamittaa 

that, ". . . «a hava craatad tba worat walfara ayataa of all tisaa— tha 

walfara ay^itan for tha corporata fam" (Caaaliao, 1973:34). 

Raaaarch aa Subaidv 

Wa triad to changa tha diraction of raaaarch irtiila X waa in 
tha Dapartaant of Agricultura, away from strict production 
raaaarch and in tha diraction of faciliUtinf adjuataant. 
About all that happanad waa that wa auccaadad in ranaaing 
a faw projacta, gatting tha word "adjustaant" inaartad in ^ 
tha titlaa* with no raal changa in tha natura of tha atudiaa. 

A rathar uniqua aubaidy to agricultura ia that of raaaarch. A datailad 

and wall-docuaantad analyaia of tha land grant collaga coaplax waa dona in 

1972 by tha Agribuainaaa Accountability Projaet undar tha diractorahip of 

Jia Hlghtovar. Though tha Projaet 'a book. Hard Toaatoaa. Hard Tiaaa. bacaaa 

a cantar of controvarsy for a period of tlaa, tha data waa navar challangad. 

It could not ba. Tha data «aa froa U8DA and tha auta land grant collagaa 

thaasalvas. Tat littla or no follow-up haa raaultad. Hightowar'a group 

docuaantad tha vary chargaa wa hava haard diractad against tha land grant 

collagaa and conaaquantly, our own raaaarch, by individual faraara, conauaara, 

and public intaraat groupa. But nothing haa baan dona, laaat of all by ua. 

It aacaa to ba Incuabant upon ua to look into tha chargaa that only cartain 

segmenta—and rathar liaitad onaa at that (corporata faraa, procaaaora, and 

retailars)— hava and continua to banaf it froa Expariaant Station raaaarch. 

Espaelally ainca in thia caaa, tha charga of cauaing and ancouraging 

inaquitiaa is laid at our door a tap. 

3 

Don Paarlbarg'a quota froa Hard Toaatoaa. Hard Tlaas. Agribuainaaa 

Accountability Projaet, 1972, p. 113. Dr. Paarlbarg wrote thia in 1968 in 

a raport for tha Dapartaant of Agricultural Econoaica of Ohio Stata Univaralty. 
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No other induatry ftujoys such a federal and ataCe aubaidy. Fiacal year 
1970 aaw approxloately $341 aillion (including private funda) going to the 
varloua State Agricultural Bxperlaent Stationa, including alaoat $100 aillion 
from the federal goverment (Hightower, 1972:113). Furtheraore, private 
funda bought aore than one dollar'a worth per dollar. By giving aaaU 
donationa for reaearch, iaduatry ia able to aecure reaearch and reaearch 
facilitiea without the coat of full-tiae peraanent aaUriea, equipaent 
purchaae, and plant aaintenanee. So the aubaidy greatly exceeda any yearly 
figure. 

When the preceding procedure ia criticiaed, the anawer ia that reaearch 
f indinga are available to all. Thla diaregarda the fact that not all faraera 
can buy a $30,000 toaato harveater. The high coat of technology ultiaately 
aakea that atateaent a lie. Yet USDA/AE8 policy choicea laply that increaaed 
conr^ntMtion of production. Vertical integration, and continuing uae of 
eicpenaive technology mv the wave of the future. The worda of SecreUry of 
Agriculture Earl Bute, "Adapt or Die," aeea to be their alogan (Kota, 1972), 

Conaequently, the State Agricultural Bcperiaent Stetlona have becoae 
living exaaplea of aelf -fulfilling propheciea. If bigneaa and technological 
innovation ia the naae of the gaae, nothii« will atop it-not even reaearch 
done by USDA/AES peraonnel. Which beliea the aoundneaa of that belief. J. 
Patrick Madden did a atudy entitled, Bconoaiea of Site in Farmin g , for USDA'a 
Econoaic Reaearch Service— Agricultural IconoBie Report Mo. 107— that waa 
concerned with "the reUtionahip between fara alia and efficiency of 
production" (Hadden, 1967). The anawer giv« to thia queation froa land 
grant college adainiatratora and reaearchara to USDA off iciala ia that 
efficiency can only be increaaed with aise, therefore, technology ranging 
from cheaical control to genetica to aechaniiation are all vlul, indeed 
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MctSMry , for IncrcAilng farm tf f IcUney. In cam after caae, Hadden 
found that cconottiaa of aeala could bt achiavad by what ara conaidarad by 
today 'a aundarda aoall acraagaa and that ona and two-nan opurationa can 
ba aa aff Idant aa largar onaa. Tat in our ruah to pronota agrlbualnaaa» 
auch oparatlona ara diacouragad and at baat, ntglactad. 

To aid growara in daaling with problcoa that ariaa with fara labor and 
thair unioniaing aff orta, Bspariaant Stationa hava incraaaii«ly baan davaloping 
approprUta aachanisation to diapUca laborara. At tba Univaraity of Calif- 
ornia at Davia» it ia a givan in tha Agricultural Bnginaaring Dapartaant that 
no innovation will ba accaptad by growara until thay faal thair labor aupply 
ia andangarad. Thua, labor problm, not afficiancy» provida tha aotivation 
for aachanisation raaaarch. Indaad, it ia of tan adaittad that aachanication 
incraaaaa coata. Hora laportant, thara ara aoaa aarioua quaatloaa for aocial 
aciantiatat What haa baan tha aocial conaaquancaa of aachanisatlonT What 
haa happanad to tha labor acanaT Whara did tha diapUcad go7 Who got 
diaplacadT What haa baan tha coat in aocial walfaraT Agribuainaaa and tha 
land grant collcgaa aay innovationa aava tha conauaar aonay, without aaylng 
that it ia tha aaaa contuaar who through hia tax dollara auat pick up tha 
waif ai-e coat for tha vary aaaa workara diaplacad by tachnology davalopad 
without thought of tha aocial conaaquancaa. Who banaf ita in tha long run 
f roB thia , and who paya tha pricaT Rava food pricaa coaa down aa clalaadT 
Curioualy, food pricaa raraly go down. Coat of living indicaa ahow that 
whila fata pricaa hava dacraaaad» conauaar pricaa hava incraaaad. Soaabody 
auat ba banaf iting and it bahoovaa ua to axaaina tha ralationahip batwaan 
U8DA/ABS rataarch and groupa that hava banaf itad noat froa tha continuing 
riaa in food pricaa. 
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lUifl SocUl 8cUnc« •nd t\m Rural 8c»n»: Whtf to ttcm Htrt? 

Ve'vt dltcttiMd SMi* of tho forcM at work on tha rural acana. Although 
admlttadly aoaawhat proloogad* «a f aal thla diacuaaioa ralcvant in dir acting 
attantioa to araaa of raaaareh ■aritiag priority. Inaquitiaa do axiat and 
in our own backyard. Not looking at than will not cauaa thaa to go away. 
Avoiding thas will only aaka it voraa. BacAuaa wa ara baing told aoaathing 
la inavitabla doaa not aaka it ao, ragardlaaa of who aaya it. And if wa» aa 
aoclal raaaarchara, do not do asortfaiog about it now» wa will haar about it 
latar* not froa othar aoclal aeianCiata, but froa an incraaaingly aophlaticatad 
public. 

Two pracadlng praaldanta of tha Rural Sociological Sociaty hava takan 
into account thia call for accountability (Copp, 1972; Ford, 1973). In tha 
light of tha dlacuaalon bar a and our axpariancaa in California, wa would 
Ilka to add soma connta on raaaareh araaa. 

In tar«a of raaaareh utilising tha raaoureaa of tha land grant collagaa, 
thera la that involving tha phyaical aeiancaa aa wall aa tha aoclal aciancas. 
For auggaationa in tha f Irat araa, wa will eita axaaplaa drawn froa a confer- 
anca on redlracting raaaareh bald at tha X Davia caapua in Juna of laat 
yaar. Tha eonfaranca brought togathar Unlvaraity paopla and groupa who fait 
that thay war a not baing aarvad by tha Unlvaraity. Thay ineludad groupa 
auch aa f am workara, fan workar co-opa, organic famara, conauaar co-ops, 
aMll fara organliatlona, and aciantiata eoneamad about technological 
advaneaa laaa axploitativa of anargy raaoureaa. 

Writing on bahalf of tha Unltad Fan Workara Union, than Raaaareh 
Diraetor Jin Horgan convayad tha ganaral aood of thosa in attandanca, 
". . . wa don't objact to affieianey in agricultura. But wa do raj act 
irrasponsibla * affieianey' which givaa no eara for tha livaa of tha fan 
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vorkars, who, llk« eh« growers, aalca th«ir living in Agriculturt. , , , 
RctMreh should bs dons to proMts jobs, nee sllainst* M^loyMnt. Ths 
public's aonsy should bs ussd to bsnsfie ths public'* (ruJl«>to, 1973:3). 

This was rsitsrsesd by Wsndsll Lundbsrg, Vics-Prssidsnt of ths Cslifornls 
Httionsl Psrssrs Organisation. "Bfficiancy," ha aaid, '"has baan appliad to 
tha wrong thing— not to paopla oriantad af ficiancy, but aonay typa aff iciancy— 
what can aalca tha «oat doUara, not what ia baat for paopla. . ."^ Thoaa 
in attandanca strassad tha nacassity to bagin putting rasaarch aff orts into 
improving not juat aff iciancy but tha ganaral quality of lifa«s wall. 
Although not all wara in agraasant aa to prioritiaa, thara waa an undarlyii« 
thwi an laprovMMnft in our quality of lif a with a dua ragard for our 
amriromant and our natural and huun raaourcas. 

Raaaarch suggaations asprassad thaaa concama. Thara waa • call for 
raaaarch into altarnativa anargy aourcaa such aa aathana and anargy consar- 
vation: an axa^»la baing which of two aathoda had tha aoat aff act on aoU 
seructura— uaing organic nattar on tha soil to f aad soil organiaw to rastructura 
tha aoil, or uaing organic aattar for aathana production to fual tractora 
to turn tha soil. 

Jarry Xraay, rapraaanting tha Consuaara Co-op of Barkalay, 11a tad a 
niabar of auggeatlons. 8oaa followi 

— Sinca Holland 'a faras (avaraga aisa ia only 15 acraa) 
daoonstrata that blgnass is not synonyaous with graatnass, 
raaaarch ia naadad ont 



Thaaa and othar atatananta f roa tha UC Davla confaranca ara f roa tha 
conf aranca aunnary, "Tha Paopla and tha Univaraityt A Confaranca to Initlata 
tha Radiraction of Prioritiaa for Unlvaraity Raaaarch," coapilad by Isao 
Fujlaoto at al., Dapartaant of Appliad Bahavioral Sciancaa, Unlvaraity of 
California, Davia, Juna 1973, 38 pagaa. 



taehaiqutt for tmll faniiiig 

b. my to grov food oa city lots; bow auch eill«bl« Uod 
!• thoro vlthln urban oroao; what typaa of planta would 
trow baat la urban araaat what tax and anvlroiMatal 
banaf itt would accnia froa city lot growlnt, and dairalopt 

c. ll«ht hand and paddla powirad toola, uaint aodarn gaarinf 
ayatMM and lltht aaula— to got away fro« tha utilisation 
of fual to grow food. 

d. pilot prograM oa urban land uaa for farming; una tbraa 
city araaa, auch as Corta Madara, ftlcbaond, and Palo 
Alto— calculata tbair saou&t of tillabla but nonnisad 
Unl and daralop prograu to fam aa Meh aa poaalbla, 
utUisiog traataaat waau watar for Irrigation. 

— Davalop portabla uaita for f laah fraaslng for uaa on Mat 
producad at araaa of growing, ratbar than at caatrally shlppad- 
to placas. 

— biplora tha cost to consuMrs (both gross as total axtra cost, 
and spaeif lea as cost par ItMi) of tha crop advisory beard's 
aetivltias, i.a., Clii« Paach Advisory Board, Milk Control, ate. 

— Rasaurch tha disparity batwaaa ths prlcaa faraars racaiva 
and eensuaars pay; bow much by product, and where coete are 
allocated. 

In regards to alternative agricultural schMs, Professor Sobert van 
dan Bosch of the Division of Biological Control, X Berkeley, suted, *Me 
should begin buildii« a beck log of technlquea that do not require large 
eaecgy inputs if the species is to survive. The goveraaent should aupport 
the research of organic gardeners instead of working solely on how to grow 
a sore efficient rutabsga." 

Another reeearch need cited was on the aerketing and food hendling 
problsM of sMll faners. Bernerd BricMnt of the California Certified 
Organic Pamers observed, **lverythlng has been oriented around such large 
quantities that the eaall grower can't proceas his own food, and this la 
Where it is at. If the grower can deliver his product prepared to the 
■arkat, then he will get his shsre of the wealth In return." 

If anything, tha conference was revealing in bringing together a 



2A 



dlvMtlty of publics who f not to tie back and crltlcltt but to 

offer concrtte tuggtttlont for rastarch quaatlons that land grant collages 
could consider. 

Soae additional suggestions on social science related questions t 

Land Grant College Research . The social iaplicatlons and iapact 
of land grant college research: What are the social consequences of 
the technological innovations and policy oriented research findings of 
agricultural experlaent sutlons? Who has benefited and is benefiting 
from AES research? Is the consuner the prlae beneficiary of AB8 research 
as claiaed? What is the political and social structure influencing AES 
research? 

Corporati ons and Agriculture . Concentration of ovnership and its 
reUtionship to pofverty: What is the lapact of the increasing concentration 
of land and neans of production vis-a-vis workers, cn— unity people, and 
consuaers? As congloaerates grov, what effect wUl this have on workers, 
cooBunities, and consuners? 

Corporate interlocks and their iaplications in rural developaent: 
Whet happens as corporate directors sit on various boards? How do the 
interests of one conpany affect the operations of another? What do 
such corporate interlocks mean for rural residents? The eacaaple of the 
TiMS-Mlrror Corporation interests in the Los Angeles TIms and Tejon 
Ranch was cited earlier. Bow was the fact that Tejon Ranch was to 
benefit fron the California State Water Project a factor in the Tines* 
advocacy of the water project? Also exmine the power structure of 
rural and agricultural establislnients (see Wesley NcCune*s Who's 
Behind Our Fara Policy and The Para Bloc) . 

Corporate intrusion into rural areast What is the net effect of 
corporations aoving into rural areas? In what ways do corporations 
aoving into agriculture help or hurt the quality of life of rural areas? 

Vertical integration and its effect on the smII faraer, aarket 
structure and pricing* and the consuaer: We are constantly being told 
that vertical integration will bring the consuaer better and cheaper 
product . To what extent does this hold? What has been the social 
consequences of past experiences with vertical integration— such as in 
the poultry industry— on independent producers, to the aarket structure, 
and to the consunor? 

Govercaent Agricultural Policies and Who They Really Benefit: How 
•ts governaent agricultural policies developed? Who develops then? What 
relation do these people have to agriculture? Who are the beneficiaries 
of agricultural prograas? For exaaple, in the case of the Food Staap 
Frogm, there's a return to producers, retail stores, as well as to 
food staap recipients. With what orlenution are such studies done, i.e., 
a recent study of food staap prograa by UC Davis agricultural economists 
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had as its crif.arlon tba aconomlc ef facts on raUil storaa and county 
acottoalaa without any aantion of aff act on racipienta. 

Taxaa. Unfair eoapatition dua to tha fadaral tax atructurat What 
ia tha aff act on agricultura and rural raaidanta of tax policiaa aa 
rogarda agricultura? Row doaa unfair eoapatition famara faca from 
nonf-fat« invaatora affact tha conauaar and tha coHnmityf 

Land Bthica. An axaaination of our land policiaat Givan liaitad 
land raaourcaa, a burgaonlng population* and tax atructura that ancouraga 
profit motivated achamaa ragarding land uaa, what altamativaa baaidas 
privata ownarahip ara moat condueiva to tha public goodf How f aaaibla 
ara land truata and Und raforma in thia country? 

Altamativaa to Aar ibuainaaa . What atructural arrangcmanta can ba 

craatad that will anabla quality agricultural production whila minimising 
^ha axploitation of anargy, human and natural raaourcaa? 

Many of thaaa topica hava baan atudiad by rural aociologiata in othar 
countriaa, and it aaama tima to ravaraa tha varaion of tha brain drain and 
atrain. Alao, thara'a a problaa of choica of topica to atudy and what to 
call it. Ovaraaaa, unaqual land diatributioa ia callad umjuat» hara it ia 
conaidarad afficiant. 

Tha Pound raport on agricultural raaaarch, rafarrad to aarliar, calla 
for davcloping data ralating to tha walfara of rural paopla. "Tha raaaarch 
that haa baan dona ia ganarally daacriptiva of paat tranda rathar than 
analytical, and it *doaa not aacm to ba building any aignif icant body of 
knowladga*" (Scianea, 1973:720). It aaMia tima for rural aociological 
raaaarch, whathar dona alona or coUactivaly aa in regional projacta, to riaa 
to tha challanga. Wa naad a critical reappraisal of our afforta. For thoaa 
of ua looking at predominantly agricultural araaa, to what extent are we 
looking at tha aocial consequences of the agricultural revolution? For 
thoaa of ua looking at non-agricultural rural araaa, are we looking at the 
eff ecta of corporate intruaion, or the other phanoaana auch aa thoaa discussed 
hare? To what extent have we critically reviewed What we ara doing in llcht 
of the iaauea diacuased? 
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Notwithstanding previous pollcy» w« have tha ability through our own 
researcht to start facing thasa quastlons. By following tha currant dlsdpllna 
orlantad rasaarch , whosa ovarcnphasls has baan criticised (Ford» 1973) » we are 
■erely contributing to the problema we now have. There are also a number of 
questions concerning the sociology of research that sight be worth discussing. 

As suggested et the beginning of this paper, there is aore to looking et 

the rural scene than just the aanifested probl«s. Challenging questions 

arise fro* the social consequences eaanating fron tha agricultural revolution 

and the structural changes ocafrring in rural areas. Nor do we need to shy 

away from the fact that auch of tha suggaated research is policy oriented. 

No research is neutral, but It is easy and It la convenient to believe 

otherwlaa. The very nature of reaearch is such that it seta out to discover 

or establish facts or principles. These facts or principlaa ere then uaed 

to support or refute present or proposed policies and systems or to establish 

new ones. As long as reaearch findinga can benefit one group over another, 

support the status quo, or change the atatus quo, research la political. 

Nolan and Galliher in their analysis of Hightower's work point out (1973:497): 

Rural aociologists by not critically exaainlng tha societal 
Institutions which both sponsor and utilise their reaearch 
findings are in effect advocating the position of the sponsors 
and users . If questions of advocacy are not raised, they are 
in effect answered; nsmely, that research should benefit those 
who pay the bills (emphasis supplied). 

While Nolan and Galliher see rurel sociologists as advocates by default, 
Jaies Copp, as a USDA official, saw the sponsoring institutions es simply 
not interested in the basic questions. Copp (1972) came to tha conclusion 
that most research in rural sociology Is Irrelevent to social policy concerns 
because it is guided mainly by availability of research funds rather than 
relevance and those controlling the mission of funding agencies are not 
interested in eddressing the broad structural issues required for this type 
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of rMMTCll* 

To Milargt OB MUBini tte foelAl iiylieaeioM of r«toareh» it neuld do 

noil to atk: To vhtt oitottt to roMoreh dent tbo Und grattt tyttMi 

eontributiflt to or erootlni rorol vroblmt To wtet ostoBt is it a factor 

ia proaotioi rural MDdardavalopaaot aa wall aa d«ir«lopBaat» and for idiomt 

tttch quaatieaa auftaat that raaaarch ia dtvalopaoBt itaalf ia political, a 

reality racotnitad in tht • tat want that, '*aocial aeianea auat ba political 

aeianea** (Frank, 1969:xviii). Thara ia tha aattar of aaouaiflt raaponaibility 

for tha f iiidii«a of our raaaarch and baiag both aciantiatt and Mtfbara of 

oociaty. In tha vordo of John Lilly (1973:72): 

If you ara going to liva ia a aociaty ia nhich tha fruita 
of your labors in aciaaea ara going to ba takaa ovar by othara 
and appliad in tha aanriea of that aociaty, you hava to taka 
soaa aort of raapontibility for it aa a fauaan baing— not aa 
a sciantist* 

It is a truisa to nota that tha rural scana ia vary auch affected aore 
by what* a outaide tha rural area. Ita deatiny ia auch affected by aulti* 
national corporations which are haiK'ily involved ia both national and 
international politico and policies. Though there ia soae utility to the 
rural label, there ia no deoying the reality that we are alee inhabitanta 
of a global village where urban problm are linked to the rural, and tha 
rural linked to theurban, with international policy affecting the doaeatie 
rural and urban aituationa. The leaat wa can do ia to atart looking aueh 
aore seriously at the iapact of thia trend and tha conaequenee of tha 
concentration of power and policiea that get proaulgatad againat the beat 
intereats of rural Aaerica. 
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